The result has been "an increasing disconnection of cognitive from emotional processes" that has devalued the body, art, and religion in favor of science and greed. The ascendancy of the left hemisphere has facilitated "the destruction and despoliation of the natural world, and the erosion of established cultures," leaving humans less connected with each other and less happy (244, (434) (435) . McGilchrist admires the effort by Romantics and continental philosophers to restore the balance between embedded and detached thinking, but their efforts were unsuccessful. Left-brain thinking has dominated Western culture since the Enlightenment.
McGilchrist's dystopian view of the present shapes every page of his declensionist history of Western civilization-a history that most professional historians will ªnd strained, especially when it suggests that ancient Greeks were more empathetic and less exploitive than modern Europeans. But his larger point-that we cannot understand history without understanding its impact on the human brain and vice versa-is persuasive.
Randolph (Chicago, 1991) , written with Harm J. de Blij, explored the ways in which representations of phenomena with spatial attributes can be either purposefully or unwittingly misleading. He bills No Dig, No Fly, No Go as a study of "prohibitive mapping," which he dates as coming to prominence after 1900 and sees as marking a shift from the map as tool of discovery to the map as a complex instrument of social management. Telling anecdotes and technological clarity inform chapters about diverse aspects of property borders, administrative and political boundaries, zoning, and locating.
From a historian's perspective, the important story in this book is not about modes of prohibitive mapping so much as about boundary making. Maps can be assertions, propositions, representations of agreements, and records of ªndings, but not all maps are concerned with positing boundaries. Monmonier writes, however, "Any map with boundary lines . . . is fundamentally a restrictive map," and "the primary symbol on most prohibitive maps is the boundary line" (2). Rather than supposing that "maps restrict and control," Monmonier might have said that boundaries are outcomes, created through a negotiation about the control of space between competing interests in many cases or through the imposition of unilateral power in others, which are most easily understood today when presented cartographically. People began to trust cartographical representations more than written narratives relatively recently, largely because of the spread of mathematical cartography in the nineteenth century, although ancient maps of property boundaries have been found in Rome and in China. As a study of boundary making activities, No Dig, No Fly, No Go is a valuable contribution to the examination of the human processes by which claims about the deªnition of, and control of, space are put into effect.
Maps are social constructions with an amazing persuasive power, given how infrequently they justify their claims to authority. They also can have consequences even when the situation that they claim to represent is no longer valid: For example, wetlands change, but builders sometimes have to follow an out-of-date map. But what this book repeatedly emphasizes is how inconstant and variable boundaries are in practice. A clear property line can be trumped by historical easements and encroachments. Borders deªned through multilateral agreement are valid until one party has the power to redraw them. Zoning boards repeatedly accommodate private interests. Politicians manipulate boundaries for partisan advantage. Maps may appear to have authority to restrict and control, but as Monomonier shows with his examples, in practice they are provisional representations of the ongoing competition to control space.
Peter The sad neglect of fetal death in historical studies is attributable to both a paucity of data and deªnitional difªculties: Stillbirths were not registered in England and Wales until 1927 and in Scotland until 1939 , and even today, countries and cultures are not wholly homogenous in their deªnitions of live birth, stillbirth, and miscarriage. This problem was far larger in the past. Some places treated all infant deaths before baptism as stillbirths, and others probably inºated the number of live births through emergency baptism. As a result, they evince wide differences in the calculation of fetal losses, live births (therefore fertility), and early neonatal mortality (therefore life expectancy) that complicate new research into comparative levels and trends. Health and survival are affected by a spectrum of inºuences that change gradually over the life course. Fetal health is located at one extreme of this range, where maternal health and conditions in the womb are of particular importance. Birth represents an added risk, rendering the study of inºuences on fetal health particularly
